VOLUME XVIII INDEX 


Article Index 


Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 
Treatment, Paul A. Monopoli 

Best Interest of the Child: By Whose Definition?, Harvey R. Sorkow 

The Best Interest of the Child and the Law, Christian Reichel Van Deusen.... 

The Child’s Right to be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings, 
Howard A. Davidson 

A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? - Time for the Supreme Court to 
Pay Its 1.0.U., Daniel L. Skoler 

Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In Perspective, Robert W. 
Ls See EERE CETL CUTER CCTUT CL CENTER TTC ETT ee ore ere 18:389 

Ethics in Legal Education: An Augmentation of Legal Realism, Gerald R. 


Is Culture a Justiciable Issue?, Jessica L. Darraby 

Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization, Olga Floroff, Susan Tiefenbrun 

The Line Item Veto: The Best Response When Congress Passes One Spending 
“Bill” A Year, L. Gordon Crovitz 

The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A Model Facility For Child Abuse 
and Neglect Proceedings, The Honorable Paul Boland 

Medical Evidence in Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure, Judith 
Larsen, Robert M. Horowitz and Ira J. Chasnoff 

Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing of the American 
Constitution, Matthew P. Bergman 

The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats, Swallowing Camels?, 
Fg eR Er er ere rere eer TT TT eC rer TT Cre 

Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts, Louis Fisher 

The United States - Canada Free Trade Agreement: Export Art by the 
Numbers, James A.R. Nafziger, Mary P. Rooklidge 


Author Index 


Bergman, Matthew P., Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing 
of the American Constitution 
Boland, The Honorable Paul, The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A 
Model Facility for Child Abuse and Neglect Proceedings 
Crovitz, L. Gordon, The Line Item Veto: The Best Response When Congress 
Passes One Spending “Bill” A Year 
Darraby, Jessica L., Is Culture a Justiciable Issue? .............0...000 eee eee 18:463 
Davidson, Howard A., The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in 
Judicial Proceedings 
Ferrera, Gerald R., Ethics in Legal Education: An Augmentation of Legal 


Fisher, Louis, Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts 

Floroff, Olga, Tiefenbrun, Susan, Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization.... 

Larsen, Judith, Horowitz, Robert M., Chasnoff, Ira J., Medical Evidence in 
Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure 

McGoldrick, James M. Jr., The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out 
CaP G SHURA UNI CHISNIAS So iid ac onc seis. ca cdsedamndnconenemsas 


1243 





Monopoli, Paula A., Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a 
New Balance Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to 
Medical Treatment 
Nafziger, James A.R., Rooklidge, Mary P., The United States - Canada Free 
Trade Agreement: Exporting Art by the Numbers 
Skoler, Daniel L., A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? - Time For the 
penpebenenaay SOMAEG CO Trip Ti I aoa oo 55505 0s 00 6 vdeo eis Sed wees sees sees 18:353 
Sorkow, Harvey, Best Interest of the Child: By Whose Definition? ............ 18:383 
Sweet, Robert W. Jr., Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In 


Casenotes 


Community for Creative Non-Violence v. Reid: New Certainty for the 
Copyright Work for Hire Doctrine 

The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 

Hodgson v. Minnesota: Chipping Away at Roe v. Wade in the Aftermath of 


An Incompetent’s Right to Withdraw From Treatment: Cruzan v. Missouri 
Department of Health 


University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Admissibility of DNA Genetic Profiling Evidence in Criminal Proceedings: The 
Case for Caution 
American Parent Bank Liability for Foreign Branch Deposits: Which Party 
UME MC NNEE IIS ooo 5.5.00 o's )a bo Sie nena hac sISNa winner o Ss SiS S ereiS SSS eevecere ober 18:561 
Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 
The Right to Waive Competent Counsel: Extending the Faretta Waiver 
Shockwave: Lender Liability Under CERCLA After United States v. Fleet 


Subject Matter Index 


Administrative Law 

Camp Meeker Water System v. Public Utilities Comm’n 

City of Sacramento v. State 

Morcos v. Board of Retirement 

Napa Valley Wine Train, Inc. v. Public Utilities Comm’n 

Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts 

Shockwave: Lender Liability Under CERCLA After United States v. Fleet 
Factors Corporation 

Southern California Gas Co. v. Public Utilities Comm’n 

University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Art Law 


a ORE, Mi AMNION SININET  55 5085 9 dis 450.054 seis Be Sw ekws-ch os ese wees Re 18:463 
The United States - Canada Free Trade Agreement: Exporting Art by the 


Attorneys 


1244 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] Volume XVIII Index 
PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


The Right to Waive Competent Counsel: Extending the Faretta Waiver 
Silberg v. Anderson 
So. California Gas Co. v. Public Utilities Comm’n 


Banking Law 
American Parent Bank Liability for Foreign Branch Deposits: Which Party 

Er CEN COOONII FOUN oo. 6 on k bce nnstccdeccencedsnssewswececeecacanes 18:561 
Security Pacific National Bank v. Wozab 


Shockwave: Lender Liability Under CERCLA After United States v. Fleet 
Factors Corporation 


Civil Procedure 

Bay Development, Ltd. v. Superior Court 

Boisclair v. Superior Court 

Draper v. City of Los Angeles 

In re Marriage of Arceneaux 

In re Marriage of Lippel 

The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A Model Facility For Child Abuse 
and Neglect i 

Poster v. Southern California Rapid Transit District 

Prudential-LMI Commercial Insurance v. Superior Court 

Silberg v. Anderson 

University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Civil Rights 


The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 


Collateral Estoppel 
Lucido v. Superior Court 


Community Property 
Estate of MacDonald v. MacDonald 


Constitutional Law 


Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 


Best Interest of the Child: By Whose Definition? ..................00eeeeees 18:383 
Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 
The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 
A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? Time For the Supreme Court to 
EE RE oka iia Nese e Us dale ale eee ed bao Re eaemsehdecmnaueecadasha 18:353 
Davis v. City of Berkeley 
Death Penalty Law 18:716, 1138 
Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In Perspective 
Delaney v. Superior Court 
The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division, 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 
Hodgson v. Minnesota: Chipping Away at Roe v. Wade in the Aftermath of 


An Incompetent’s Right to Withdraw From Treatment: Cruzan v. Missouri 
Department of Health 





an I NS 55 2s 4 es eis Sew e BTS Hae eg aee~edeesads 18:463 

Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing of the American 
Constitution 

New York Times v. Superior Court 

Pasadena Police Officers Assoc. v. City of Pasadena 

People v. Prather 

Raven v. Deukmejian 

The Right to Waive Competent Counsel: Extending the Faretta Waiver 

The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 

Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts 

Taxpayers to Limit Campaign Spending v. Fair Political Practices 


University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Contract Law 
American Parent Bank Liability for Foreign Branch Deposits: Which Party 


Copyright Law 


Community for Creative Non-Violence v. Reid: New Certainty for the 
Copyright Work For Hire Doctrine 


Corporations 
A Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization 


Criminal Law 

Admissibility of DNA Genetic Profiling Evidence in Criminal Proceedings: The 
Case for Caution 

Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 
Treatment 

Death Penalty Law 18:716, 1138 

Delaney v. Superior Court 

The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division, 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 

Medical Evidence in Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure 

People v. Jones 

The Right to Waive Competent Counsel: Extending the Faretta Waiver 


Criminal Procedure 

Admissibility of DNA Genetic Profiling Evidence in Criminal Proceedings: The 
Case for Caution 

Death Penalty Law 

Lucido v. Superior Court 

Medical Evidence in Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure 

People v. Luttenberger 

People v. Ortiz 

People v. Prather 

People v. Rodriguez 


Defenses 
The Right to Waive Competent Counsel: Extending the Faretta Waiver 


Discovery 


Pasadena Police Officers Assoc. v. City of Pasadena 
People v. Luttenberger 


1246 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] Volume XVIII Index 
PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 
Privilege 


Defenses 
University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Domestic Relations 


The Best Interest of the Child and the Law 
The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 
A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? Time For the Supreme Court to 
TUE MGs a laa x clo oc ceorc's th ceaaeacdcccatscn a Gluveccadaundaeeusaesdaae 18:353 
The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A Model Facility For Child Abuse 
and Neglect Proceedings 


Drugs 


The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division, 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 
Medical Evidence in Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure 


Due Process 


Death Penalty Law 
People v. Jones 


Education 
University of Pennsylvania v. EEOC: The Denial of an Academic Freedom 


Election Law 


Lesher Communications v. City of Walnut Creek 
Taxpayers to Limit Campaign Spending v. Fair Political Practices 
Commission 


Employment Law 
City of Sacramento v. State 


Environmental Law 


Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors 

Napa Valley Wine Train, Inc. v. Public Utilities Comm’n 

Shockwave: Lender Liability Under CERCLA After United States v. Fleet 
Factors Corporation 


Equal Protection 
Admissibility of DNA Genetic Profiling Evidence in Criminal Proceedings: The 
Case for Caution 
The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 
A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? Time For the Supreme Court to 
J a ae eer Peel Cre Ty eT EEE CCC CECE COC er 18:353 
The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division, 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 
Hodgson v. Minnesota: Chipping Away at Roe v. Wade in the Aftermath of 





Evidence 
Death Penalty Law 


Medical Evidence in Cases of Intrauterine Drug and Alcohol Exposure 
People v. Jones 


Family Law 
Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 
Treatment 
The Best Interest of the Child and the Law 
Best Interest of the Child: By Whose Definition? ..............0..:sseeeeeees 18:383 
Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 
The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 
A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? Time For the Supreme Court to 
PN WN ie 5 oN odin Sas <i RASS ee Meso es Se eee Rere 9 oO ada saiase nas 18:353 
Hodgson v. Minnesota: Chipping Away at Roe v. Wade in the Aftermath of 


In re Marriage of Lippel 
The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A Model Facility For Child Abuse 
and Neglect Proceedings 


Federalism 


Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing of the American 

Constitution “ 
The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 18:95 
Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts : 


Government 


Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In Perspective 
The Line-Item Veto: The Best Response When Congress Passes One Spending 


Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing of the American 
Constitution 


The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 

Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts 

Shockwave: Lender Liability Under CERCLA After United States v. Fleet 
Factors Corporation 

Health Law 

California Association of Psychology Providers v. Rank 

History 

Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 


Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts - 
The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 18:95 


Indian Law 
Boisclair v. Superior Court 


Immunity 
Silberg v. Anderson 


Indemnity 
Bay Development, Ltd. v. Superior Court 


Insurance Law 
California State Automobile Associations Inter-Insurance Bureau v. Superior 


1248 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] Volume XVIII Index 
PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


Mutual Life Insurance Co. v. City of Los Angeles 
Prudential-LMI Commercial Insurance v. Superior Court 
Travelers Indemnity Co. v. Gillespie 


International Law 


American Parent Bank Liability for Foreign Branch Deposits: Which Party 

RepeaE Gite ODN CUNIIET 66.0.6 o'5.0146: 0: bir0'6 cieinis cp saemeencondqasiqgsogeseeeus 18:561 
A Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization 
The United States - Canada Free Trade Agreement: Exporting Art by the 


Judicial Administration 
Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In Perspective 


Jurisprudence 
The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 18:95 


Juvenile Law 


Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 


Best Interest of the Child: By Whose Definition? .................ccceeeeeeee 18:383 

The Best Interest of the Child and the Law 

The Child’s Right to Be Heard and Represented in Judicial Proceedings 

A Constitutional Right to Safe Foster Care? Time For the Supreme Court to 
REM Ee cs cua cievedancdaccvnedie ce easeasescheubncudawecudandons 18:353 

Hodgson v. Minnesota: Chipping Away at Roe v Wade in the Aftermath of 


DIES isco dhe eds sun iseashichaaiiaaciacatcsad eee 18:818 
The Los Angeles County Children’s Court: A Model Facility For Child Abuse 
and Neglect Proceedings 


Labor Law 
Screen Extras Guild v. Superior Court 


Legal History 


Montesquieu’s Theory of Government and the Framing of the American 
Constitution 


Legal Ethics 

Ethics in Legal Education: An Augmentation of Legal Realism 

An Incompetent’s Right to Withdraw From Treatment: Cruzan v. Missouri 
Department of Health 


Medicine 

An Incompetent’s Right to Withdraw From Treatment: Cruzan v. Missouri 
Department of Health 

Moore v. Regents of the University of California 


Property Law 

Boisclair v. Superior Court 

Camp Meeker Water System v. Public Utilities Comm’n 
Estate of Propst 

Hubbard v. Brown 





A Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization 
Security Pacific National Bank v. Wozab 


Regulatory Reform 
Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: In Perspective 


Religion 

Allocating the Costs of Parental Free Exercise: Striking a New Balance 
Between Sincere Religious Belief and a Child’s Right to Medical 
Treatment 

The Free Exercise Clause Gets a Costly Workout in Employment Division, 
Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith 

An Incompetent’s Right to Withdraw From Treatment: Cruzan v. Missouri 
Department of Health 


Res Judicata 
City of Sacramento v. State 


Sales Law 
Southwest Concrete Products v. Gosh Construction Corp 


Science 
Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 


Separation of Powers 


Separation of Powers: Interpretation Outside the Courts 
The Separation of Powers Doctrine: Straining Out Gnats Swallowing Camels? . 18:95 


Tax Law 


A Legal Framework for Soviet Privatization 
The Line-Item Veto: The Best Response When Congress Passes One Spending 
“Bill” a Year 


Theory 
Beyond Abortion: Human Genetics and the New Eugenics 


Tort Law 

Garcia v. Superior Court 

Moore v. Regents of the University of California 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co. v. Bear Stearns & Co. 


Case Index 


Abari v. State Farm Fire & Casualty Company 18:1189, 1194 

Akron v. Akron Center For Reproductive Health 18:964, 966, 975, 1000 

Aldon Accessories, Ltd. v. Spiegal, Inc. ........... 00. ceeeeeeees 18:604, 606, 610, 616 

Allied Bank Int’l v. Banco Credito Agricola De Cargega 

American Motorcycle Ass’n v. Superior Court 

Andrews v. State 

Artist M. v. Johnson 

Ashwander v. TVA 

Babock v. Tyler 18:367, 368 

18:42 

Bank of America v. Daily 18:1207, 1208 

Bastian v. San Luis Obispo 

Bay Development, Ltd. v. Superior Court 18:630, 631, 632, 634, 637, 639, 
640, 641, 642, 643, 644, 645 


1250 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] Volume XVIII Index 


PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


Bear Creek Planning v. Title Insurance & Trust Co. ............ cc eeeee cence 18:636 


Bellotti v. Baird 18: 974, 975, 976, 977, 981, 987, 988, 1000 
Black v. Employment Division 18:185, 180 
Bleistein v. Donaldson Lithographing Co 

Bloom v. General Truck Drivers 18:1202, 1205- 
Boisclaire v. Superior Court 

Bollinger v. National Fire Insurance Company 

Booth v. Maryland 18:734, 735, 736 
Bowen v. Roy 18:194, 195, 199, 200, 207 
Bowers v. Hardwick 

Bowsher v. Synar 

Boyde v. California 

Bradley v. Hartford Accident & Indemnity Co 

Bradley v. State 

Braka v. Bancomer 

Brattleboro Publishing Co. v. Winmill Publishing Corp. ...................6. 18:595 
Braunfeld v. Brown 18:168, 169, 170, 189 
Bransburg v. Hayes 18:228, 240, 661 
Brosnahan v. Brown 

Brown v. Board of Education 

Brown v. United States 

Brunswick Beacon, Inc. v. Shcok 

Buckley v. Valeo 

Calfarm Insurance Co. v. Deukmejian 18:798, 799, 802, 803, 809, 811 
California Association of Psychology Providers v. Ranke 18:777, 790, 791 
California State Automobile Association Inter-Insurance Bureau v. Superior 


California Union Insurance Company v. Landmark Insurance Company . 18:1191, 1197 

Camp Meeker Water System, Inc. v. Public Utilities Commission 18:1053, 1059 

Cantwell v. Connecticut 

Carey v. Population Services International 

Carlos v. Superior Court 

CBS, Inc. v. Superior Court 

Chamblin v. Municipal Court 

Childers v. High Society Magazine, Inc 

Chrzanowska v. Corn Exchange Bank 

Citibank, N.A. v. Wells Asia, Ltd 

Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors 18:1175, 1176, 1181, 1182 

City of Sacramento v. State 18:750, 753, 756, 757, 758, 762 

Cobey v. Maryland 

Cohen v. Cohen 18:1184, 1185 

Colorado v. Spring 

Community for Creative Non-Violence v. Reid 18:589, 591, 608, 612, 
617, 618, 619, 620, 621 

Connelly v. State 

Cooper v. Telfair 

County of Los Angeles v. State 18:750, 753, 756, 757, 788, 760 

County of Los Angeles v. Superior Court 

Craig v. State 

Crestwood Lumber v. Citizens Savings and Loan Association 18:1213, 1215, 1216 

Cruzan v. Missouri Dep’t. of Health 18:1012, 1026, 1031, 1035, 1037, 1038, 1039 

Curl v. Superior Court 18:1140, 1141 

Davis v. City of Berkeley 18:648, 651, 652, 655 

Delaney v. Superior Court 18:655, 656, 657, 660, 674, 678 


1251 





DeShaney v. Winnebago County Department of Social Services 
355, 358, 359, 360, 361, 362, 363, 364, 365, 366, 
367, 369, 374, 379, 380 


Dielman v. White 

Doe v. Babbitt 

Doe v. Dalton 

Doe v. New York City Department of Social Services 

Dority v. Superior Court 

Draper v. City of Los Angeles 

Easter Seal Society for Crippled Children & Adults of Louisiana v. Playboy 


Eddings v. Oklahoma 

Edwards v. Arizona . 

Eisenstadt v. Baird 

E.L. White, Inc. v. City of Huntington Beach 

Employment Division, Department of Human Resources of Oregon v. Smith. . 18: ; 
164, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 188, 189, 190, 
191, 194, 195, 196, 197, 200, 203, 206, 207, 208, 

209, 210, 211, = 

Employment Div., Dep’t of Human Resources v. Smith 

Engel v. Vitale 

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission v. Franklin and Marshall 


Equal Employment Opportunity Commission v. University of Notre Dame Dn 


Estate of MacDonald ............eeeees Seen. nheeenes 18:743, 744, 745, 748, 149 

Estate of Propst 18:822, 824 

Eugene D. v. Karman 

Evans Newton Inc. v. Chicago Systems Software 

Everts v. Arkham House Publishers, Inc 

Ex Parte Deirne 

Fare v. Michael C. 

Faretta v. California 

Faro v. New York University 

Finlay v. Finlay 

Finnegan v. Leu 

Finney v. Curtis 

Ford v. Ford 

Franks v. Deleware 18:702, 703, 704, 705, 706, 708, 709, 712, 714 

Friends of Mammoth v. City of Los Angeles 18:764, 772 

Frye v. United States 18:130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 137, 138, 
139, 140, 145, 146, 148, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154 

Fedulig v. Aiello 


Garcia v. Chase Manhatten Bank 

Garcia v. Superior Court 

Gertz v. Robert Welch, Inc 

Gill v. United States 

Glasser v. United States 

Glende Motor Company v. Superior Court 
Goldman v. Weinberger 


Gray v. Board of Higher Education, City of New York 

Gray v. Romeo 18:1021 
Green v. Biddle 18:37 
Griswold v. Connecticut 

Hammerly v. Superior Court 

Hanberry v. Hearst Corp 

Harling v. United States 

Harris v. Balke 


1252 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991) Volume XVIII Index 


PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


Harris v. McRae 

Hayes v. Honda 

H.L. v. Matheson :975, 

Hobbie v. Unemployment Appeals Commission of Florida 18:172, 182, 191, 207 

Hodgson v. Minnesota 18:956, 957, 970, 977, 981, 982, 990, 
1001, 1002, 1004, 1007, 1009, 1010, 1013, 1014 

Home Insurance Company v. Landmark Insurance Company 

Housing Authority of Eureka v. Superior Court 

Hubbard v. Brown 

Hustler Magazine v. Falwell 

Ingraham v. Wright 

POEM PRUE ROU CL 0k os Fes ceded eebR be CREib HL cee eceetecoRNhNeneT 18:423, 424, 446 

In re Baby Girl M. 

EI IIS a COUN Gace ca cide tncecks Denkseneeucaawernnnchemeenee 18:384, 385, 507 

In re Bergsoe Metal Corporation 

In re Civil Contempt Proceedings Concerning Richard 

In re Conroy 


In re Fields 


In re Holmes : 
18:1020, 1021 
) dL. CEE ECCR UTE ET TCC OCC ETETeReTT Terr rr Ty Keuvegacars . 18:441 
MA IE 6 So adi dinis.c ode vcclse a0 cd duces sw ewes eedne dee aaa maeeeemeemoeae 18:812 


In re Marriage of Arceneaux 18:1063, 1064, 1066 


In re Marriage of Lippel 
IE I ohio a ods Cows cekusswieeuececd us bed icecicswusceeueeenuneee 18:930 
18:506, 507, 1014, 1015 


In re Storar 18:1017, 1024 
In re Winship - 
ILN.S. v. Chadha 18:52, 59, 60, 61, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 102 
Institutionalized Juveniles v. Secretary of Public Welfare 

We OR ENN ives cececnsaceduacdbictaeaweiccecncutenaees wkateatgues 18:636 
Jehovah’s Witnesses v. King County Hospital 18:341, 343 
Jermstad v. McNelis 

Johnson v. McIntosh 

Johnson v. State 

Johnson v. Zerbst 

Kent v. United States 

Keyishier v. Board of Regents 

K.H. v. Morgan 18:360, 370, 371 
Kimmel v. Goland 18:818, 821 
Larson v. Valenle 

Lawrence v. Western Mutual Insurance Company 

Leary v. United States 

Lehr v. Robertson 

Lemon v. Kartzman 

Lesher Communications, Inc. v. City of Walnut Creek 

Linton v. Perini 

LJ. v. Massigna 

Lochner v. New York 

Lockett v. Ohio 





Lucia Mar Unified School District v. Honig 

Lucido v. Superior Court 18:1116, 1119, 1122, 1123, 1128, 1129 

Lungren v. Deukmegian 

Lynch v. Dukakis 

Lyng v. Northwest Indian Cemetery Protective Association 18:195, 199, 200 
18:119, 967, 968 

Marbury v. Madison 18:17, 40, 100 

May v. Morganeili - Hewmann & Associates 

McCulloch v. Maryland 

McDaniel v. Paty 

McDonnell Douglas Corp v. Green 

McKeiver v. Pennsylvania 

McMann v. Richardson 

Meador v. Cabinet for Human Services 

Meltzer v. Zoeler 

Meranda v. Arizona 

SPINE 2 V2 RETIN TI 8 .o so doi gS sib olan saa RG OO ES wideawiewecs 18:423, 425, 439, 440, 446 

Millburn v. Anne Arundel County Dep’t of Social Services 

Minstretta v. United States 18:1 

Miranda v. Arizona 18:1150, 1165, 1166, 1167, 1168, 1169 

Mitchell v. Davis 

Mokry v. University of Texas Health Science Center 

Moore v. Regents of the University of California .. 18:1216, 1217, 1218, 1219, 1223, 1235 

Moradi-Shalal v. Fireman’s Fund Insurance Co. 

Morcos v. Board of Retirement 18:1060 

Morrison v. Olson 18:61, 96, 103 

Morrissey v. Brewer 

Mutual Life Insurance Co. v. City of Los Angeles 18:828, 829, 830 

Nadel & Sons Toy Corp. v. Shaland Corp. ... 20.0 .0s.csccscescescesceveevces 18:619 

Napa Valley Wine Train, Inc. v. Public Utilities Commission 18:762, 763, 765, 777 

New York Times v. Sullivan “ 

New York Times v. Superior Court 18:675, 676 

Ohio v. Akron Center for Reproductive Health 18:977, 978, 990, 993, 995 

O’Lone v. Estate of Shabagz 18:195 

Oregon v. Bardshaw 18:718, 719 

Owens v. State 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co. v. Bear Stearns & Co. ......... cece cece eee ee 18:843, 847 

Palma v. United States Industrial Fasteners, Inc. 

NINN EER 5 (or 5 6 ucadlotas Go.5, 5 5 MEE © Dra Sim NR IN A ahd Sane la aLw Are A Wied ecRla ar aveimar amare 18:274 

Pasadena Police Officers Association v. City of Pasadena 

Peloso v. Hartford Fire Insurance Company 18:1190, 1195 

Penry v. Lynaugh 

People v. Anderson 18:1147, 1150, 1151, 1152, 1153, 1156, 1158 

People v. Balderas 


People v. 18:733, 741, 1158, 1159 
People v. 

People v. 18:737, 739, 1153 
People v. 18:152, 687, 688, 693 


People v. 18:722, 725, 736, 738, 740 
People v. . 


People v. 

People v. Davenport “ 
People v. Douglas 18:731, 732, 739 
People v. Escarcega 18:935, 944 
People v. Figueroa 18:1107, 1109 
People v. 18:1161, 1165 


People v. Gonzalez 18:1147, 1152, 1155, 1159, 1165 
People v. Green 


People v. 
People v. 18:1143, 1152, 1155, 1162, 1166 


1254 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] . Volume XVIII Index 


PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


People v. Hedgecock 18:1104, 1108, 1109 
People v. Holloway 18:721, 727 
People v. Johnson 

People v. 18:685, 686, 691, 694, 699, 700 
People v. i 18:1145, 1153, 1159, 1160, 1161, 1162 
People v. 18:1146, 1150, 1165 
People v. Labreng 

People v. Lewis 18:735, 736, 739, 740 
Peopel v. Luttenberger 18:700, 701, 704, 706, 714, 715, 716 
People v. 18:1133, 1135, 1136 
People v. 18:718, 726, 728 
People v. Mattson 18:718, 719, 720, 721, 725 
People v. 

People v. i 18:1130, 1131, 1132, 1134 
People v. 

People v. 

People ex rel O’Connel v. Turner 

People v. i 


People v. 18:1160, 1161 
People v. Ri 18:704, 705, 707, 708, 709, 710, 712, 714, 715 
People v. i 18:1135, 1136, 1137 
People v. 18:1144, 1146, 1150, 1153, 1156, 1157, 1162 
People v. Si 18:1124, 1128, 1129 
People v. 18:1146, 1148, 1161 
People v. Taylor 18:1155, 1157, 1159, 1161, 1162 
People v. Thompson 18:718, 726, 734, 739, 742 


People v. 18:731, 740 
People v. 


People v. 18:1143, 1144 
People v. i 18:1152, 1159, 1160, 1165 
People v. Willi 18:687, 688, 693 
People v. 18:173, 174, 175, 176, 186 
People v. i 18:1144, 1146, 1156, 1157, 1159 

18:578, 579, 580, 587 


Pierce v. Society of Sisters 
Pitchess v. Superior Court 
Planned Parenthood Association v. Ashcroft 
Planned Parenthood v. Danforth 18:963, 966, 973, 976 
Poster v. Southern California Rapid Transit District 18:1074, 1077 
Powell v. Alabama 18:911, 919 
Prince v. Massachusetts 18:167, 319, 321, 335, 338, 339, 341, 342, 343, 344, 347, 508 
Prudential-LMI Commercial Insurance v. Superior Court 18:1186, 1192, 
1194, 1195, 1196, 1197, 1199, 1200 
Raven v. Deukmejian : 
Regents of the University of California v. Bakke 
Regina v. Downes 
Regina v. Wagstaffe 
Reynolds v. United States 18: 166, 188, 342 
18:42, 114, 118, 120, 282, 505, 956, 958, 959, 960, 962, 963, 964, 
965, 966, 1004, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1008, 1009, 


1010, 1011, 1014, 1015, 1040 
Rosenbloom v. Metromedia 


Santa Cruz v. Municipal Court 
Schiller & Schmidt, Inc. v. Wallace Computer Services, Inc 
Schloendorff v. Society of New York Hospital 


1255 





Screen Extras Guild v. Superior Court 18:1199, 1202, 1205, 1206 
Security Pacific National Bank v. Wozab 18:1206, 1207, 1208, 1210 
Service Employees Int’] Union v. Fiar Political Practices Comm’n. ........... 18:1097 
Sherbert v. Verner 18:169, 170, 171, 172, 174, 175, 176, 177, 181, 179, 180, 182, 185, 
188, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 
200, 203, 206, 207, 208, 209, 212, 340, 341, 344 
Silberg v. Anderson 18:645, 647, 648 
Simopoulos v. Virginia 
Smith v. Organization of Foster Families ~ 
Smith v. Superior Court 18:921, 924, 929, 930, 931, 940, 942 
Snapp v. State Farm Fire and Casualty Company 18:1191, 1192 
Sokoloft v. National City Bank 18:579, 580, 587 
See, I As INU ES n5 ccc Sb cing orale 5 Sia ai wa Ghia se Oo HELD Ace We ayw arbrere eee 18:619 
South Carolina v. Gathers 18:734, 735, 736 
Southern California Gas Company v. Public Utilities Commission : 
Southwest Concrete Products v. Gosh Construction Corporation ...18:1211, 1213, yr 
Spenser I & Spenser II 
Stanley v. Illinois 
State v. Big Sheep 


18:175, 185, ‘187 

18:950, 951, 952 

Stratton v. Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co. .......... cece cece cece eee eeceees 18:636 

Strickland v. Washington 18:912, 915, 940, 950 

Sweezy v. New Hampshire 18:223, 224 

Talbot v. Commander and Owner of Three Brigs 

Taxpayers to Limit Campaign Spending v. Fair Political Practices 

issi 18:1090, 1091, 1098, 1102, 1103 

Taylor v. Ledbetter 18:369, 374, 375 


Theodore v. Superior Court 18:701, 702, 703 
Thomas v. Review Board of the Indiana Employment Security 


18:171, 182, 191, 207 
Thornburgh v. American College of Obstetricians 
T.M. Cobb Company, Inc. v. Superior Court 
Travelers Indemnity Co. v. Gillespie 18:796, 797, 811, 812 
TAPER CMMI CEE p's asa 0 Di oie Sieial SAGE Sladen Soa ean eee Koeeew ewcaelees 18:581, 582 
Tyra v. Kearney 18:1203, 1205 
United States v. Brian 
United States v. Carolene Products Co. 
United States ex rel Carey v. Rundle 
United States v. Dini 
United States v. 
United States v. 
United States v. Fleet Factors Corporation 18:513, 514, 516, 517, 531, 532, 536, 537, 

538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, 547, 548, 551, 555, 


558, 559 
United States v. 18:265, 267 


United States v. 18:525, 527, 531, 
532, 535, 536, 547, 548, 551 
United States v. Minstretta 18:98, 103 
United States v. Mirabile 18:525, 526, 531, 534, 536, 546, 547, 548 
United States v. 
United States v. 18:926, 927, 928, 938 
United States v. Williams 18:140, 141, 143, 144, 147 
University of Pennsylvania v. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission .. . .18:214, 
215, 231, 235, 242, 243, 244 


1256 





[Vol. 18: 1243, 1991] Volume XVIII Index 


PEPPERDINE LAW REVIEW 


Van Deusen, Christian Reichel, The Best Interest of the Child and the Law ... 18:417 

Venner v. State 

Vishipco Line v. Chase Manhatten BAnk, N.A. .............205- 18:579, 580, 581, 582 

Wainwright v. Witt 18:1145, 1152, 1158, 1159, 1160, 1165, 1172 

Walker v. Superior Court 18:329, 342, 344, 351, 352 

Walz v. Tax Commission 

Walz v. Tax Commission 

Warner v. Graham 

Re HNN PINON CO ios cia ciceccc cdcscceecvceccweseeedensesaenmes 18:104, 109 

Webster v. Reproductive Health Services 18:117, 968, 969, 970, 977, 
995, 998, 991, 992, 997 

W.E.J. v. Superior Court 

West Virginia Board of Education v. Barnette 

Wheat v. United States 18:911, 946, 948, 949, 950, 952 

Whitehorn v. State 

Williamson v. Lee Optical 

Wisconsin v. Yoder 18: 172, 176, 190, 192, 196, 197, 209, 335, 337, 338, 339, 341, 344 

Witherspoon v. Illinois 18:724, 725, 1145, 1146 

Wooley v. Maynard 18:190, 192 

WaRReeeny Ve NE DRNREEIND CO ooo. oad ciccciecccnccedecesccccecceathcreeenes 18:595 

Youngberg v. Romeo 

Zurn Engineers v. Eagle Star Insurance Company 18:1188, 1194 





